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REMARKS 

These remarks are in response to the final Office Action dated Angus! 5, 2010, This 
response is accompanied by a Request for Continued Examination. Applicant hereby requests a 
1 iu 5 5 h t^u o f i tune ■ id ins is eneii to c.vnye i q\n, - ' > . as well as 
*. emta.m uu vwei^ OV- > -<< 5 

At the time of the Office Action, claims 1-12 were pendh g m the a c i 
Office Action, claims 1-12 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). Claims 1-12 were also 
provisionally rejected on the ground of nonstatutory obviousness-type double patenting. The 
rejections are discussed in more detail below. Applicant thanks the Examiner for the helpful 
telephone interview relating to this application that was held on February 3, 201 1. 

L Claim Rejections Based o.» Art 

Claims 1-12 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent No. 4,353,730 to Kinno ("Kinno"}, in view of U.S. Patent No. 4,532,155 to Golant etal, 
CQokmf) in view of U.S. Patent No. 3,309,619 to Futer ("Finer"). Applicant respectfully 
traverses the rejections. 

Claim I was previously amended to recite the process of reusing at least part of the 
fiuidificatmo air coming out front said cooling fluid bed of the finished granules by feeding it 
into the granulation fluid bed, where at least part' of tic ** , i t v *. 1 «.r he 
cooling fluid bed of the finished granules that is reused and fed into the granulation Ouid bed is 
escd as fluid ficatio it ) on fluid bed. Support for this feature may be found, for 

grap f the specificatu 

\ icusscd, A cant res \ 1 ts 1 1 * ^ > sinterprets Kimtc 

Present claim 1 requires that at least a portion of the fluidification air coming out from the 
v.k i >l i d v he granulation ft f.C >ej Vw 

' ■ i. < s i i x >er 30, 2009, & y rela > y diffe \ < that te 

i i c t mhcatioo 

In this respect, during the telephone interview the Examiner agreed to reconsider 
\ppUctu O p \mi trgu ents that evpl reo i v- ; , \., ^ ■ x\ only ai 

solely to the cooling fluid beds. Such beds are indicated in Kinno with reference sign "B* in 
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ire 3 A la s ^ i ^ o presence he perforated plate cal foi lie 

bed) as shov> n in Fig ; 5-7 The Ouidification ah fed U he o< g fl i id beds throi g f opei ng 
6 exits the tei gh opei g 26 d gl he s byms } >ip< t 7 o sep 
(see for instance Kinno, column 4, lines 1-9) fhe a ding id bed , so pros led w dc 
openings 28 29 for the inlet and outlet of the granules, respectively (see for instance, Kinno, 
column 3. line 66 to column 4, line I). 

7! ere no ^ ng e an ' h io'sJks i v. g e p>*l of - 

fiuidification air coming out from the cooling fluid bed of the finished grannies into the 
granulation bed. In particular, column 6 line 41 to column ? line 22 of Kinno, mentioned by the 
Office Action at page 2, is not concerned with such a feature. This portion of Kruno merely 
relates to the treatment of the granules leaving the last granulation stage, where additional 
cooling may or may not be provided. Even in the ease of providing an additional cooler, no 
mention is made in Kvmo of the claimed "reusing" step. 

Additional arguments with respect to the non-relevance of Kinno may also be found in 
Applicant's previous response 

Applicant respectfully submits that the rejection to independent claim 1 has been 
Overcome. Dependent claims 2-12 depend upon claim 1 and should be allowable tor at least the 
same reasons stated above, as well as because of the further features recited therein. 

II. _ 

Claims 1-12 were provisionally rejected on the ground of nonstatutory obviousness-type 
double pates to g a: ben «. No. 

t t The oou i v. * >u - > bred \ e < s je clain 

amendntvO , j m < m m j ^ ie f 'ok uu4 m op ai - pi. mem. 

response. Withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully requested. 

I'll. 1 om :m h r 

For the foregoing reasons, all claims are believed to relate to patentable subject manor, 
and to be in condition for allowance. Prompt issuance of a Notice of Allowance is thus 
respectfully requested. 



U.S. Patent AppV.dUou No ' u 561 1 1 Docket No. 9526-73 

Response to Office Action dated August 5, 2010 
I 



Applicant has m ee even effort to present claims which c gui ove e prior art 
and it is thus believed that all claims are in condition for allowance. Nevertheless, Applicant 

i\ ^ die I verr.ne, to c v ' 

expedite the prosecution of the Application to an allowance. In view of the foregoing remarks, 
\p\ i esp<. uiie.-r , :vvo 1 . n i > I \ <. i > wainv <. 
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